extension given was not long enough for working people to collate and read all the extensive
documentation available for review. Adding to that, the Preferred Development Option Regulation 18
Consultation July 2017 document contained links that did not land on the required documents but on a
generic landing page leaving the reader to have to hunt further for the information, which was not always
accessible. Very poor.
· Furthermore, it appears that the report has been constructed in such a way that it gives the Council the
answer it wanted to fulfil someone’s agenda to become a city, rather than being balanced and impartial.
· No one I have spoken to wishes for any of this development to proceed. There is no wish by residents
to become a city and the Council should be respecting the wishes of those who voted them in. If we
wanted to live in a city, we would move to one.
· The size of the development is overwhelming and will have a catastrophic effect on the local
environment
· The bulk of retail and leisure facilities are on the North Side of town and this will further affect traffic
flows up the Chester Road if new residents have to make their way through town. By the Council’s own
admission, they have not completed the Retail and Leisure assessment at this point (page 9 para 2.34).
Surely this needs to be done before finalising plans of any kind.
· There is little evidence that the people who live in the new homes will work in Warrington. Therefore,
our loss of green belt land will be for no gain in terms of matching new residents to new jobs in
Warrington. More likely, people will move to Warrington to live but work elsewhere, thus increasing the
already unsustainable issues with the motorway network. Indeed, can Warrington truly expect to attract
enough companies to create circa 22,000 jobs (if each new householder takes a job in Warrington). That’s
a lot of jobs and a lot of companies. Really?
· More effort should be put into finding brown field sites and utilising them in the way that they do on
the continent where residential accommodation has underground car parking and outdoor space in the
terms of decent sized terraces, making them a more attractive option than the type of accommodation
already built in the town centre. Testament to the usual poor town planning and design. There are plenty
of sites along the ship canal e.g. at the cantilever bridge in Latchford
· Fiddlers Ferry will be decommissioned in the next 10 years and the Council should be including this in
the plan as a key site for redevelopment. Why it has been chosen to disregard this is really not clear.
· In the past, the Council has not made good use of brown field sites – eg the Alban Retail Park has been
extended but with oversized retail units that don’t make best use of internal space. When land is at such a
premium and bad planning results in gobbling up precious green belt, then the decision making by this
Council has to be questioned.
· How can we trust that the revised green belt will not be respected and protected in the future when the
Council are quite blatantly disregarding the current boundaries for their own gratification and ambition of
becoming a city.
· There is not enough detail given on exactly how the additional circa minimum 22,000 cars will be
accommodated across Warrington and how that infrastructure will change in order to cope.
· It has been reasoned, by the Council, that Lymm should not be included in order that its character is
preserved. Why has no consideration been given to the impact on the character of Stockton Heath, Moore
and the Waltons.
· The fact that a speculative land dealer has purchased green belt land and then, coincidentally put it
forward for development, seems somewhat suspect. Why would he invest so much money in arable land
without a gain at the end of it? In addition, the boundaries indicate potential access onto Hill Cliffe Road
to his new estate and this is wholly unacceptable.

